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KELLY,Judge.

11 Following a jury trial conducted in his absence, Russell Clark was
convicted of unlawful possession of drug paraphernalia, a class six felony, possession of
marijuana, a class six felony, and two counts of possession of a deadly weapon as a
prohibited possessor, class four felonies. The trial court found Clark had “two or more”
historical prior felony convictions and sentenced him to concurrent, presumptive terms of

imprisonment, the longest of which was ten years. Clark appealed, and counsel has filed



a brief in compliance with Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), State v. Leon, 104
Ariz. 297, 451 P.2d 878 (1969), and State v. Clark, 196 Ariz. 530, 2 P.3d 89 (App. 1999),
stating she has reviewed the record and found no arguable issues to raise on appeal. She
asks this court to review the record for “error.” Clark has not filed a supplemental brief.
12 Based on reports of drug activity at the home where Clark was living,
Cochise County Detective Curtis Wilkins conducted a “knock-and-talk” investigation.
Clark permitted Wilkins to walk around the house. When Clark showed Wilkins his
bedroom, the officer noticed two glass pipes he recognized as items used for ingesting
drugs. Wilkins then secured a search warrant, and found a loaded rifle, a plastic bag
containing a white crystalline residue, and another plastic bag containing marijuana.

13 Viewed in the light most favorable to sustaining the verdicts, see State v.
Tamplin, 195 Ariz. 246, 1 2, 986 P.2d 914, 914 (App. 1999), the evidence was sufficient
to support the convictions, and the trial court imposed sentences within the statutory
ranges established for the offenses. Pursuant to our obligation under Anders, we have
reviewed the entire record for fundamental, reversible error and have found none.

Therefore, we affirm Clark’s convictions and the sentences imposed.
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